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States that did not have that control.
We closed loopholes in existing import-
export and wholesale regulations, not
only the main markets, but the spot
market. There are basically only nine
plants in the entire world that manu-
facture pseudoephedrine. We need
China and India and several of the Eu-
ropean countries, and the Czech Repub-
lic recently closed down their plant; we
need to regulate this, know how many
quantities are coming through. We
need to do better control on the south-
west border, where much of what pours
in from other nations in the world,
Mexico basically puts a minimum of 40
tons of raw pseudoephedrine beyond
what they use in the United States
that is used in mom-and-pop labs.

We also try to address not only the
precursors for the mom-and-pop labs,
but what immediately moves in behind.
As we have seen in Oklahoma, as we
have seen in many other States, and
even in my State where the mom-and-
pop labs go down, the crystal meth
comes in behind.

The crystal meth is even more potent
to the individuals. It is not as dan-
gerous to the environment. It is not as
dangerous to our local law enforcement
people. You do not see explosions in
homes that kill and maim little kids.
But to the individual user, crystal
meth is even more damaging than the
homemade meth, because it is pure and
even more addictive. And this often
moves in behind.

So then the treatment programs are
stressed, the highways still have people
on it, that is why in addition to the be-
hind-the-counter, we have got to go to
the raw pseudoephedrine that is going
into the crystal meth labs in Mexico
and some of the super labs that are
still left in the West.

We have increased and toughened
penalties against meth traffickers and
smugglers. We authorized the meth hot
spots program, something the adminis-
tration continues to try to zero out,
and we have never had it authorized.

This authorizes that program which
makes it much harder for the adminis-
tration to try to eliminate it, as well
as increases funding in the authorizing
for drug courts, for the drug endan-
gered children program and programs
to assist pregnant women addicted to
meth.

This is an historic step. When the
Senate passes the PATRIOT Act to-
morrow, there will be lots of debate
about the PATRIOT Act and all of
that. But inside that bill is the most
significant bipartisan effort we have
ever done in the United States Con-
gress on methamphetamine.

And I am thrilled that it is finally
going to become law after languishing
and battling and watching all of the
different interests try to defeat this.
This is a triumph for bipartisanship. It
is a triumph for locals who came to us
and asked this to be done. It is a tri-
umph to all of our narcotics officers
around the United States and all of the
drug treatment people around the
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United States and prevention people
who have been saying, when are you
going to do something on meth? Well,
this week we are.

———
OPERATIONS IN IRAQ

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, one
cannot doubt that the American objec-
tive in Iraq has failed. Those are not
my words. They were written last week
by William F. Buckley, the godfather
of modern American conservatism.

In a column entitled, It Did Not
Work, Mr. Buckley urges an acknowl-
edgment of defeat in Iraq. If President
Bush has lost William F. Buckley, then
his Iraq policy is in a heap of trouble.

By the way, I am eager to see if Mr.
Buckley is labeled a treasonous cow-
ard, as my friend and colleague Mr.
MURTHA was when he made similar
points a few months ago.
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Who could blame Mr. Buckley, or
anyone else with a pulse, for that mat-
ter, at arriving at this conclusion?

While we were away for our district
work period, the bombing of a Shiite
shrine ignited the most gruesome car-
nage that Iraq has ever seen since the
war began nearly 3 years ago. The
Washington Post reported on its front
page this morning that a staggering
1,300 people died in last week’s sec-
tarian violence.

“Hundreds of unclaimed dead lay at
the morgue at midday Monday,” The
Post reported, ‘‘blood-caked men who
had been shot, knifed, garroted or ap-
parently suffocated by the plastic bags
still over their heads. Many of the bod-
ies were sprawled with their hands still
bound.”

Is this what ‘‘freedom on the march”
looks like, Mr. Speaker?

But we should not be surprised. It is
not as if no one saw this coming. Those
of us who opposed the Iraq war before
it even started warned that an invasion
would open up a Pandora’s Box of eth-
nic strife that we would be unable to
tame, that could lead to full-blown
civil war.

The administration’s Iraq policy is a
tragic blunder of historic proportions. I
can hardly believe that we have sac-
rificed 2,300 Americans and spent a
quarter of a trillion dollars all so Iraq
could slip into chaos and lawlessness,
with the political process now hanging
by the flimsiest of threads.

My heart weeps for our soldiers who
have been put in this impossible situa-
tion. Various news reports describe
some of our troops as hanging back
during last week’s violence. Why? Be-
cause rather than being able to calm
the uprisings, they know that their
very presence is actually one of the
main catalysts for the violence in the
first place. No wonder a new poll shows
that our servicemen and -women in
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Iraq believe we should leave and we
should leave soon, with less than a
quarter agreeing with President Bush
that we should stay as long as it takes.

Here you see a complete folly that is
our policy. Our preemptive occupation
lit the original match that grew into
this uncontainable inferno. We do not
have a hose to put it out. In fact, we
pour gasoline on the fire every single
day, a fire that is destroying Iraq, kill-
ing our soldiers, sending them home
wounded almost beyond repair. And for
what reason? If we are doing more
harm than good, if we are a force for
resentment and divisiveness, rather
than peace and stability, what are we
doing there?

Mr. Speaker, it has never been clear-
er that it is time to bring our troops
home.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CONAWAY). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California
addressed the House. His remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

——

STUCK IN THE MIDDLE OF A CIVIL
WAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
MCDERMOTT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, we
are engaged in a great civil war. How-
ever, not our civil war but the Iraqis’
civil war. We are caught in the middle
of it. And there are some people who
say that we do not have a plan, the
Democrats have no plan.

Well, today JACK MURTHA sent
around again to us a Dear Colleague.
That is a method by which we in the
House talk to one another; we let our
colleagues know what we think or
what is going on. JACK sent one around
with his plan to pull the troops out of
Iraq. Nobody is paying any attention
to JACK MURTHA. They make fun of
him as not being a patriot or some-
thing but they are missing the point.
We are deeper and deeper and deeper in
this war and there is no end.

Now, the American people have no
excuse, nor does the Congress have any
excuse for not knowing what we are
into, because they put out from the
Pentagon every year something called
the ‘‘Quadrennial Defense Review.”
That is to tell us what we are going to
do for the next 4 years. They have
changed the language. They are not
going to call it the war on terror any-
more. It is now called ‘‘The Long War.”’
And the one just put out and presented
to the Congress outlines plans for 20
years into the future.

This administration has no intention
whatsoever to pull out of Iraq or to
pull the bases out of Iraq, or to do any-
thing as sensible as what JACK MURTHA
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